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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-45 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
inlcrnalional application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the EngUsh language. 

Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11, 16-19, 21-24, 26, 31-34, 36-39 and 41 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Reisman (Pub. No.: US 2003/0229900). 

Regarding claim 1, Reisman discloses a video-on-demand system for use with 
personal computers connected to a paclcet data networic (Fig. 8, elements 220 and 820, 
paragraph [0296]), the system comprising: a cable television network (Fig. 8, elements 210 
and 810, paragraph [0296]); and content provider websites which list videos available for 
delivery from content providers to subscribers of a cable television service provider 
(paragraph [0599]), wherein the subscribers use the personal computers to communicate 
with the content provider websites via the packet data network in order to select videos 
from the content provider websites for delivery to the subscribers (paragraph [0599]); 
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wherein the cable television service provider receives the selected videos from the content 
providers and then delivers the selected videos to televisions of the subscribers via the cable 
television network for the subscribers to view (paragraph [0600]). 

Regarding claim 2, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, as stated above, and further 
discloses wherein: the cable television service provider delivers the selected videos by 
streaming the selected videos to the televisions via the cable television network immediately 
after the subscribers have selected the video (paragraph [0550]). 

Regarding claim 3, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, as stated above, and further 
discloses wherein: the cable television service provider stores the selected videos on a video 
server for subsequent delivery from the video server to the televisions via the cable 
television network (paragraphs [0150], [0261] and [0721]). 

Regarding claim 4, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, as stated above, and further 
discloses wherein: the cable television service provider delivers the selected videos to 
recorders associated with the televisions via the cable television network for the subscribers 
to subsequently view (paragraph [0261]). 

Regarding claim 6, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, as stated above, and further 
discloses wherein: the subscribers use the personal computers to browse categories listed in 
the content provider websites in order to select videos from the content provider websites 
for delivery to the subscribers (paragraph [0219]). 

Regarding claim 7, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, as stated above, and further 
discloses wherein: the subscribers provide identification data to the content providers when 
selecting videos from the content providers; wherein the content providers provide the 
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identification data along with the selected videos to the cable television service provider; 
and the cable television service provider uses the identification data in order to deliver the 
selected videos to the televisions via the cable television network (paragraph [0598]). 

Regarding claim 8, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, as stated above, and further 
discloses wherein: the content providers provide descriptive information identifying the 
selected videos along with the selected videos to the cable television service provider for use 
by the cable television service provider (paragraph [0596]). 

Regarding claim 9, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, as stated above, and further 
discloses wherein: the cable television service provider bills the subscribers for the selected 
videos on behalf of the content providers (paragraph [0601]). 

Regarding claim 11, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the personal computers and the televisions are remote from one 
another and are in indirect communication with one another via the packet data network 
and the cable television network (Fig. 8, paragraphs [0296] and [0599]-[0601]). 

Regarding claim 16, Reisman discloses a video-on-demand system for use with a 
computing device connected to a packet data network (Fig. 8, elements 220 and 820, 
paragraph [0296]), the system comprising: a cable television network (Fig. 8, elements 210 
and 810, paragraph [0296]); and a content provider website, wherein the content provider 
website lists videos available for delivery from a content provider to a subscriber of a cable 
television service provider (paragraph [0599]), wherein the subscriber uses the computing 
device to communicate with the content provider website via the packet data network in 
order to select a video from the content provider website for delivery to the subscriber 
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(paragraph [0599]); wherein the cable television service provider receives the selected video 
from the content provider and then delivers the selected video to a television of the 
subscriber via the cable television network for the subscriber to view (paragraph [0600]). 

Regarding claim 17, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the cable television service provider delivers the selected video by 
streaming the selected video to the television of the subscriber via the cable television 
network immediately after the subscriber has selected the video (paragraph [0550]). 

Regarding claim 18, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the cable television service provider stores the selected video on a 
video server for subsequent delivery from the video server to the television of the 
subscriber via the cable television network (paragraphs [0150], [0261] and [0721]). 

Regarding claim 19, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the cable television service provider delivers the selected video to 
a video recorder associated with the television of the subscriber via the cable television 
network for the subscriber to subsequently view (paragraph [0261]). 

Regarding claim 21, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the subscriber uses the computing device to browse categories 
listed in the content provider website in order to select a video from the content provider 
website for delivery to the subscriber (paragraph [0219]). 

Regarding claim 22, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the content provider provides identification data identifying the 
subscriber along with the selected video to the cable television service provider; wherein 
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the cable television service provider uses the identification data in order to deliver the 
selected video to the television of the subscriber via the cable television network (paragraph 

[0598]). 

Regarding claim 23, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the content provider provides descriptive information identifying 
the selected video along with the selected video to the cable television service provider for 
use by the cable television service provider (paragraph [0596]). 

Regarding claim 24, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the cable television service provider bills the subscriber for the 
selected video on behalf of the content provider (paragraph [0601]). 

Regarding claim 26, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the computing device and the television of the subscriber are 
remote from one another and are in indirect communication with one another via the 
packet data network and the cable television network (Fig. 8, paragraphs [0296] and [0599]- 
[0601]). 

Regarding claim 31, Reisman discloses a video-on-demand method for use with a 
computing device connected to a packet data network (Fig. 8, elements 220 and 820, 
paragraph [0296]), and for use with a television associated with a subscriber of a cable 
television service provider and connected to the cable television service provider via a cable 
television network (Fig. 8, elements 210 and 810, paragraph [0296]), the method comprising: 
providing a content provider website listing videos available for delivery from a content 
provider to the subscriber of the cable television service provider (paragraph [0599]), the 
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videos being available for delivery to the subscriber over the cable television network for 
viewing on the television (paragraph [0600]); communicating between the computing device 
and the content provider website via the packet data network in order to enable the 
subscriber to select a video from the content provider website for delivery to the subscriber 
(paragraph [0599]); and communicating the selected video from the content provider to the 
cable television service provider and then to the television via the cable television network 
(Fig. 8, paragraphs [0296] and [0599]-[0601]). 

Regarding claim 32, Reisman discloses the system of claim 31, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: delivering the selected video includes streaming the selected video 
from the cable television service provider to the television via the cable television network 
Immediately after the subscriber has selected the video (paragraph [0550]). 

Regarding claim 33, Reisman discloses the system of claim 31, as stated above, and 
further discloses further comprising: storing the selected video on a video server of the cable 
television service provider for subsequent delivery; wherein delivering the selected video 
Includes subsequently delivering the selected video from the video server to the television 
via the cable television network (paragraphs [0150], [0261] and [0721]). 

Regarding claim 34, Reisman discloses the system of claim 31, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: delivering the selected video Includes delivering the selected video 
to a subscriber video recorder associated with the television via the cable television 
network for the subscriber to subsequently view (paragraph [0261]). 
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Regarding claim 36, Reisman discloses the system of claim 31, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the subscriber browsing categories listed in the content provider 
website in order to select videos from the content provider website (paragraph [0219]). 

Regarding claim 37, Reisman discloses the system of claim 31, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: communicating the selected video from the content provider to 
the cable television service provider includes communicating identification data identifying 
the subscriber along with the selected video from the content provider to the cable 
television service provider; wherein delivering the selected video includes using the 
identification data in order to deliver the selected video to the television via the cable 
television network (paragraph [0598]). 

Regarding claim 38, Reisman discloses the system of claim 31, as stated above, and 
further discloses further comprising: the content provider providing descriptive information 
identifying the selected video along with the selected video to the cable television service 
provider for use by the cable television service provider (paragraph [0596]). 

Regarding claim 39, Reisman discloses the system of claim 31, as stated above, and 
further discloses further comprising: the cable television service provider billing the 
subscriber for the selected video on behalf of the content provider (paragraph [0601]). 

Regarding claim 41, Reisman discloses the system of claim 31, as stated above, and 
further discloses wherein: the computing device and the television are remote from one 
another and are in indirect communication with one another via the packet data network 
and the cable television network (Fig. 8, paragraphs [0296] and [0599]-[0601]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the iii\ eiitioii is not iclentieall\ cliseloscd or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, il' the tlilleienees between the siibjeet matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5, 20, and 35 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reisman 
(Pub. No.: US 2003/0229900) in view of McGee III et al. (Pub. No.: US 2002/0104088). 

Regarding claim 5, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, but does not disclose 
wherein: the subscribers perform key word searches using the personal computers in order 
to select videos from the content provider websites for delivery to the subscribers. However, 
in analogous art, McGee III discloses that key word searches may be used to help intemet users 
search for content on a web site (paragraphs [0025] and [0028]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include key word 
searches when browsing for videos on line. This would have produced predictable and desirable 
results, as key word searches can reduce the time it takes a viewer to find the content for which 
they are looking. 
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Regarding claim 20, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, but does not disclose 
wherein: the subscriber performs a key word search using the computing device in order to 
select a video from the content provider website for delivery to the subscriber. However, in 
analogous art, McGee III discloses that key word searches may be used to help internet users 
search for content on a web site (paragraphs [0025] and [0028]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include key word 
searches when browsing for videos on line. This would have produced predictable and desirable 
results, as key word searches can reduce the time it takes a viewer to find the content for which 
they are looking. 

Regarding claim 35, Reisman discloses the method of claim 31, but does not disclose 
wherein: the subscriber performing a key word search in order to select a video from the 
content provider website. However, in analogous art, McGee III discloses that key word 
searches may be used to help internet users search for content on a web site (paragraphs [0025] 
and [0028]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include key word searches when browsing for videos on line. This would 
have produced predictable and desirable results, as key word searches can reduce the time it 
takes a viewer to find the content for which they are looking. 
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Claims 10, 25 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reisman (Pub. No.: US 2003/0229900) in view of Babu et al. (Pub. No.: US 2003/0229898). 

Regarding claim 10, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, but does not explicitly 
disclose wherein: the subscribers have subscriptions with the cable television service 
provider to select videos from the content provider websites for delivery to the subscribers, 
wherein the cable television service provider bills the subscribers for the subscriptions. 
However, in analogous art, Babu discloses that packages and discounts may include offers 
involving multiple media content instances (paragraphs [0022]-[0024]), and that billing data 
associated with the viewer can be distributed to the appropriate VOD vendors (paragraph 
[0026]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Reisman to include offering subscription packages to viewers. This 
would have produced predictable and desirable results, in that users would have more options to 
purchase programming, which could increase the amount of programming purchased. 

Regarding claim 25, Reisman discloses the system of claim 16, but does not explicitly 
disclose wherein: the subscriber has a subscription with the cable television service 
provider to select videos from the content provider website for delivery to the subscriber, 
wherein the cable television service provider bills the subscriber for the subscription. 
However, in analogous art, Babu discloses that packages and discounts may include offers 
involving multiple media content instances (paragraphs [0022]-[0024]), and that billing data 
associated with the viewer can be distributed to the appropriate VOD vendors (paragraph 
[0026]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Reisman to include offering subscription packages to viewers. This 
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would have produced predictable and desirable results, in that users would have more options to 
purchase programming, which could increase the amount of programming purchased. 

Regarding claim 40, Reisman discloses the method of claim 31, but does not explicitly 
disclose further comprising: the subscriber obtaining a subscription with the cable 
television service provider to select videos from the content provider website for delivery to 
the subscriber; and the cable television service provider billing the subscriber for the 
subscription. However, in analogous art, Babu discloses that packages and discounts may 
include offers involving multiple media content instances (paragraphs [0022]-[0024]), and that 
billing data associated with the viewer can be distributed to the appropriate VOD vendors 
(paragraph [0026]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Reisman to include offering subscription packages to 
viewers. This would have produced predictable and desirable results, in that users would have 
more options to purchase programming, which could increase the amount of programming 
purchased. 

Claims 12-15, 27-30, and 42-45 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Reisman (Pub. No.: US 2003/0229900) in view of Wilson (Pub. No.: US 2005/0027593) 
and Igarashi (Pub. No.: US 2003/0004940). 

Regarding claim 12, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, and also discloses 
wherein the content providers communicate information to the cable television service 
provider regarding videos available for delivery from the content providers to the 
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subscribers (paragraphs [0599]-[0600]), but does not explicitly disclose further comprising: a 
cable television service provider website, wherein the subscribers use the personal 
computers to register video Interest profiles on the cable television service provider 
website. However, in analogous art Wilson discloses cable television service provider websites 
(Fig. 7, paragraphs [0041]-[0044]), as well as using audience profile data to target appropriate 
content (paragraphs [0022] and [0036]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Reisman to include a website 
where subscribers could register profiles. This would have produced predictable and desirable 
results, in that the users could receive information relevant to their interests. 

Neither Reisman nor Wilson disclose wherein the cable television service provider 
compares the information regarding the available videos with the video interest profiles; 
and wherein the cable television service provider sends emails to the subscribers containing 
information regarding the available videos which correspond to the video Interest profiles. 

However, in analogous art, Igarashi discloses that emails may be sent to customers based on 
search results in order to inform the customer of these results (Igarashi, paragraphs [0043] and 
[0046]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to send an email notification of search results to customers This would have produced 
predictable and desirable results, in that customers could be updated as to new videos that match 
their preferences, as there is a greater chance that the customer would like the video, and the 
customer could therefore be more willing to purchase it. 

Regarding claim 13, the combined teachings of Reisman, Wilson and Igarashi disclose 
the system of claim 12, and Reisman flirther discloses wherein: the subscribers use the 
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personal computers to transmit delivery requests to the content providers via the packet 
data network (paragraph [0599]); in response to the requests, the cable television service 
provider receives the requested videos from the content providers and then delivers the 
requested videos to the televisions via the cable television network for the subscribers to 

view (Fig. 8, paragraphs [0296] and [0599]-[0601]). Reisman does not disclose wherein the 
request relates to videos identified in the emails. However, in analogous art Igarashi discloses 
that emails may be sent to customers based on search results in order to inform the customer of 
these results (Igarashi, paragraph [0046]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled 
in the art at the time of the invention to send an email notification of search results to customers 
This would have produced predictable and desirable results, in that customers could be updated 
as to new videos that match their preferences, as there is a greater chance that the customer 
would like the video, and the customer could therefore be more willing to purchase it. 

Regarding claim 14, Reisman discloses the system of claim 1, but does not disclose 
wherein: the subscribers use the personal computers to register video interest profiles on 
the content provider websites. However, in analogous art Wilson discloses cable television 
service provider websites (Fig. 7, paragraphs [0041]-[0044]), as well as using audience profile 
data to target appropriate content (paragraphs [0022] and [0036]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Reisman to 
include a website where subscribers could register profiles. This would have produced 
predictable and desirable results, in that the users could receive information relevant to their 
interests. 
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Neither Reisman nor Wilson disclose wherein the content providers send emails to the 
subscribers regarding videos which correspond to the video interest profiles and which are 
available for delivery from the content providers to the subscribers. However, in analogous 
art, Igarashi discloses that emails may be sent to customers based on search results in order to 

inform the customer of these results (Igarashi, paragraphs [0043] and [0046]). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to send an email 
notification of search results to customers This would have produced predictable and desirable 
results, in that customers could be updated as to new videos that match their preferences, as there 
is a greater chance that the customer would like the video, and the customer could therefore be 
more willing to purchase it. 

Regarding claim 15, the combined teachings of Reisman, Wilson and Igarashi disclose 
the system of claim 14, and Reisman fiirther discloses wherein: the subscribers use the 
personal computers to transmit delivery requests to the content providers via the packet 
data network (paragraph [0599]); wherein in response to the requests, the cable television 
service provider receives the requested videos from the content providers and then delivers 
the requested videos to the televisions via the cable television network for the subscribers to 
view on the televisions (Fig. 8, paragraphs [0296] and [0599]-[0601]). Reisman does not 
disclose wherein the request relates to videos identified in the emails. However, in analogous 
art Igarashi discloses that emails may be sent to customers based on search results in order to 
inform the customer of these results (Igarashi, paragraph [0046]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to send an email notification of 
search results to customers This would have produced predictable and desirable results, in that 
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customers could be updated as to new videos that match their preferences, as there is a greater 
chance that the customer would like the video, and the customer could therefore be more willing 
to purchase it. 

Claims 27-30 are similar to claims 12-15, respectively, except that they are dependent on 
the system of claim 16 rather than the system of claim 1. Therefore, claims 27-30 are rejected as 
applied to claim 12-15, respectively. 

Claims 42-45 are similar to claims 12-15, respectively, except that they are dependent on 
the method of claim 31 rather than the system of claim 1. Therefore, claims 42-45 are rejected as 
apphed to claim 12-15, respectively. 


Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event. 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOSHUA TAYLOR whose telephone number is (571)270-3755. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-5pm, M-F, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Josh Taylor/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2426 

/VIVEK SRIVASTAVA/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2426 


